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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1 -41 are pending. 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: Figure 1 - 202, 204; Figure 3-8, 32; and, Figure 8 - 50. Corrected 
drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or amendment to the specification 
to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(b) 
are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: 68 (Figure 11). 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "74" (Figure 1 1 ) has been used to designate both Case 
Detail Report (drawing) and Database Data Exports (Specification, page 64, line 1). 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claim 41 is objected to because of the following informalities: Improper 
punctuation used - the MPEP states periods should only be used at the end of a claim, 
not in the body of the claim unless it is an abbreviation (see MPEP 608.01 (m)[R-3]). 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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7. Claims 1 - 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
CompWatch® ® ® ( www.bsiweb.com . Benefit Software, 2002) in view of Jensen (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,065,000). 

In regard to claim 1 , CompWatch® ® teaches a system for automated health and 
safety information management, the system comprising one or more computers 
operably programmed and configured to: receive a plurality of data concerning patient 
medical visits resulting from occupational health or safety incidents (paragraph 93) and 
process the data to automatically identify one or more patient medical visits that are 
OSHA-recordable (Figure 3 and paragraphs 2, 100). As per the specification, OSHA 
recordable visits are any type of medical visit included in an official OSHA log. 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system configured to output a report including a 
summary of the data characterizing one or more patient medical visits that are OSHA- 
recordable. 

Jensen teaches a system configured to output a report including a summary of 
the data characterizing one or more patient medical visits that are OSHA-recordable 
(Figure 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a system configured to output a report 
including a summary of the data characterizing one or more patient medical visits that 
are OSHA-recordable as taught by Jensen, into the system of CompWatch®, with the 
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motivation of automating the process of documenting OSHA-recordable health and 
safety information (Figure 2). 

In regard to claim 2, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
data is processed based on pre-defined OSHA logic (paragraphs 24 - 26). 

In regard to claim 3, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
plurality of data characterizing the patient medical visit includes data representing the 
date of the incident, whether the patient died or lost consciousness, diagnosis, 
treatment, medications, test orders, referrals, medical leaves, medical restrictions, or an 
indication as to whether the patient is fit for work (Figures 3 and 4, and paragraphs 102 
-103). 

In regard to claim 4, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
one or more computers are additionally programmed and configured to automatically 
display an indication as to whether enough data characterizing the patient medical visits 
has been provided to determine whether the visit is OSHA- recordable (Figure 3, and 
paragraph 100). 

In regard to claim 5, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
data processed includes data characterizing one or more prior medical visits for a 
particular patient (Figure 5 and paragraph 101). 
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In regard to claim 6, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
occupational health or safety incidents include injuries (Figure 2). 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system where the occupational health or safety 
incidents include illnesses. 

Jensen teaches a system where the occupational health or safety incidents 
include illnesses (Figure 38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a system where the occupational health or 
safety incidents include illnesses as taught by Jensen, into the system of CompWatch®, 
with the motivation of providing a means for automating the tracking and historical data 
of a company's OSHA-recordable incidents (column 1, lines 19 - 30). 

In regard to claim 7, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
one or more computers are additionally programmed and configured to query the 
plurality of data concerning patient medical visits according to a plurality of user-defined 
criteria (Figure 8 and paragraphs 106 - 107). 

In regard to claim 8, CompWatch® teaches a system for automated health and 
safety information management as per claim 1 . 
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CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing the 
occupational health or safety incidents for a particular organizational location or patient. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing the occupational health 
or safety incidents for a particular organizational location or patient (column 1 3, line 62 
through column 14, line 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a system wherein the one or more 
computers are additionally programmed and configured to generate a report 
summarizing the occupational health or safety incidents for a particular organizational 
location or patient as taught by Jensen with the motivation of providing a summary of all 
captured data for the purpose of tracking and presenting the data for OSHA-recordable 
events in an OSHA approved format (column 1 , lines 19 - 30). 

In regard to claim 9, CompWatch® teaches a system for automated health and 
safety information management as per claim 1 . 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing patient 
medical leaves of absence for a particular organizational location or patient. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing patient medical leaves of 
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absence for a particular organizational location or patient (Tables 4 - 5 and column 5, 
lines 29 - 44). 

The motivation to combine the teachings of CompWatch® and Jensen is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 8, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 10, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
one or more computers are additionally programmed and configured to generate a 
report summarizing patient medical restrictions for a particular organizational location or 
patient (paragraphs 31 and 32). 

In regard to claim 1 1 , CompWatch® teaches a system for automated health and 
safety information management as per claim 1 . 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing patient 
medical visits for a particular organizational location or patient. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing patient medical visits for 
a particular organizational location or patient (Table 4). Table 4 lists the fields available 
for import and export of data for the accident form (Figure 30), including hospitalization, 
physician, and injuries. 

The motivation to combine the teachings of CompWatch® and Jensen is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 8, and incorporated herein. 
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In regard to claim 12, CompWatch® teaches a system for automated health and 
safety information management as per claim 1 . 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to electronically dispatch an investigator to 
investigate one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to electronically dispatch an investigator to investigate one 
or more of the occupational health or safety incidents (Figure 8 and Table 6). Table 6 
lists the fields available for import/export purposes to the SOS form (Figure 8). The 
Examiner has interpreted "electronically dispatch" as an investigator is electronically 
notified of a pending investigation. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a system wherein the one or more 
computers are additionally programmed and configured to electronically dispatch an 
investigator to investigate one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents as 
taught by Jensen with the motivation of providing a tool to alert investigators of any 
occupational health and safety incidents in a timely manner (column 5, lines 13-16). 

In regard to claim 13, CompWatch® teaches a system for automated health and 
safety information management as per claim 1 . 
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CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to receive a plurality of data concerning an 
investigation of one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to receive a plurality of data concerning an investigation of 
one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents (Table 6 and Figure 8). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a system wherein the one or more 
computers are additionally programmed and configured to receive a plurality of data 
concerning an investigation of one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents 
as taught by Jensen with the motivation of providing an investigator with a tool to collect 
OSHA recordable data from a variety of databases (Figure 2). 

In regard to claim 14, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 13. 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to query the plurality of data concerning an 
investigation of one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to query the plurality of data concerning an investigation of 
one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents (Table 6 and Figure 8). 

The motivation to combine the teachings of CompWatch® and Jensen is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 13, and incorporated herein. 
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In regard to claim 15, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 13. 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the one or more computers are 
additionally programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing one or more 
incident investigations. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the one or more computers are additionally 
programmed and configured to generate a report summarizing one or more incident 
investigations (Table 6 and Figure 69). Figure 69 illustrates a date range and specific 
criteria selection to generate a graphical report to summarize the data selected. 

The motivation to combine the teachings of CompWatch® and Jensen is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 8, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 16, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 13. 

CompWatch® fails to teach a system wherein the plurality of data concerning the 
investigation includes one or more corrective actions to avoid reoccurrence of the one 
or more of occupational health or safety incidents. 

Jensen teaches a system wherein the plurality of data concerning the 
investigation includes one or more corrective actions to avoid reoccurrence of the one 
or more of occupational health or safety incidents (Figure 44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a system wherein the plurality of data 
concerning the investigation includes one or more corrective actions to avoid 
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reoccurrence of the one or more of occupational health or safety incidents as taught by 
Jensen with the motivation of providing a tool to track OSHA recordable incidents and 
their respective corrective actions; this enables the generation of combined data to be 
used a training tool for employees to ensure the incident(s) are not repeated (column 5, 
lines 10-13). 

In regard to claim 17, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 16 wherein the 
one or more computers are additionally programmed and configured to generate a 
report summarizing corrective actions (paragraph 49 and Figure 44). 

In regard to claim 18, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the 
one or more computers are additionally programmed and configured to: filter received 
data at one or more filter levels based on one or more user-defined criteria (paragraph 
40); and generate a report based on the filtered data (paragraphs 44 - 45). 

In regard to claim 19, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 18 wherein the 
filter levels include worker characteristics, injury/illness codes, work assignment or time 
period (paragraph 40). 

In regard to claim 20, CompWatch® teaches the system of claim 18 wherein the 
report includes a bar chart or a time trend (paragraphs 44 - 46). 
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Method claims 21 - 40 repeat the subject matter of system claims 1 - 20 as a 
series of steps rather than a set of apparatus elements. As the underlying elements of 
claims 1 - 20 have been shown to be fully disclosed by the teachings of CompWatch® 
and Jensen in the above rejection of claims 1 - 20, it is readily apparent that the system 
disclosed by CompWatch® and Jensen performs these steps. As such, these 
limitations (claims 21 - 40) are rejected for the same reasons given above for system 
claims 1 - 20 and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 41 , CompWatch® teaches computer software embodied in a 
computer-readable medium for automated health and safety information management, 
the computer software comprising: 

an electronic medical record module configured to: 

(i) receive a plurality of data concerning patient medical visits resulting from 
occupational health or safety incidents (paragraph 93); 

(ii) process the data based on pre-defined OSHA logic to automatically identify 
one or more patient medical visits that are OSHA-recordable (Figure 3 and paragraphs 
2, 100); and 

a data analysis module configured to: 

(i) filter received data at one or more filter levels based on one or more user- 
defined criteria (paragraph 40); and 

(ii) generate a plurality of reports based on the filtered data (paragraphs 44 - 45). 
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CompWatch® fails to teach an electronic medical record module configured to 
output a report including a summary or the data characterizing one or more patient 
medical visits that are OSHA-recordable; an incident investigation module configured to 
electronically dispatch an investigator to investigate one or more of the occupational 
health or safety incidents; and receive a plurality of data concerning an investigation of 
one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents including one or more 
corrective actions to avoid reoccurrence of the one or more of occupational health or 
safety incidents. 

Jensen teaches an electronic medical record module configured to output a 
report including a summary or the data characterizing one or more patient medical visits 
that are OSHA-recordable (Figure 10); an incident investigation module configured to 
electronically dispatch an investigator to investigate one or more of the occupational 
health or safety incidents (Table 6 and Figure 8); and receive a plurality of data 
concerning an investigation of one or more of the occupational health or safety incidents 
including one or more corrective actions to avoid reoccurrence of the one or more of 
occupational health or safety incidents (Figure 44). 

The motivation to combine the teachings of CompWatch® and Jensen is 
discussed in the rejection of Claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Larkin et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0069089 A1) teaches a 
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workplace related injury management system which entails various databases (injury, 
treatment, and diagnosis). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KRISTINE K. RAPILLO whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3325. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday 6:30 
am to 4 pm Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-3776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

KKR 

/Joseph Thomas/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



